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4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 
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Application Papers 
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10) H The drawing(s) filed on 09 January 2002 is/are: a)3 accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Status of the Claims 

Claim 4 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph. 
Claims 10 and 1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph. 
Claims 1 , 2 and 3 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 02(e) as being anticipated by 
Sugauchi et al. 

Claims 1 , 2 and 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 02(a) as being anticipated by 
Yukihiro. 

Claim 8 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Yukihiro 
in view of Meandzija. 

Claim 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Yukihiro 
in view of Jenney. 

Claims 5-6 and 12-17 are objected to. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

Claim 4 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to comply with 
the enablement requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which was not 
described in the specification in such a way as to enable one skilled in the art to which it 
pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and/or use the invention. 
Claim 4 contains a negative limitation. The specification has enabled the claimed 
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device to be mounted on a router. It is not possible to enable the device to be mounted 
on a router while simultaneously enabling the device to be mounted a component, but 
not if that component is a router. 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 10 and 11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Claim 10 recites the limitation "the IP address table" in line 4. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(a) the invention was known or used by others in this country, or patented or described in a printed 
publication in this or a foreign country, before the invention thereof by the applicant for a patent 

(e) the invention was described in (1 ) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1, 2 and 3 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Sugauchi et al. 

Regarding claim 1: 
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Sugauchi teaches a first step of detecting a client having tried but failed to 
access a server due to a failure of at least one of the server and a network in the 
Abstract and col. 7 lines 14-28. The cited column and lines teaches a problem having 
been restored. In order to be restored, the problem first had to be detected. 

Sugauchi teaches a second step of detecting that the failure has recovered in 
col. 7 line 14. 

Sugauchi teaches a third step of notifying the client having failed to access the 
server that the failure has recovered in col. 7 lines 14-28. 
Regarding claim 2: 

The claim is rejected as the apparatus for performing the method of claim 1 . 
Regarding claim 3: 

Sugauchi teaches wherein the device is mounted on a router in col. 3 lines 60- 
62. A device that routes data is a router. 

Claims 1, 2 and 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(a) as being anticipated by 
Yukihiro. 

Regarding claim 1: 

Yukihiro teaches a first step of detecting a client having tried but failed to access 
a server due to a failure of at least one of the server and a network in the Abstract line 
8. 

Yukihiro teaches a second step of detecting that the failure has recovered in the 
Abstract line 13. 
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Yukihiro teaches a third step of notifying the client having failed to access the 
server that the failure has recovered in the Abstract lines 11-13. 
Regarding claim 2: 

The claim is rejected as the apparatus for performing the method of claim 1 . 
Regarding claim 7: 

Yukihiro teaches wherein the server recovery detector detects that the failure has 
recovered based on a signal from the server indicating that the failure has recovered in 
the Abstract lines 3-5. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 

USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 

obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

Claim 8 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Yukihiro 

in view of Meandzija. 

Regarding claim 8: 
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The teachings of Yukihiro are outlined above. 

Yukihiro does not explicitly teach wherein the server recovery detector has an 
SNMP manager function, and the SNMP manager function receives a trap message 
from the server having an SNMP agent function as the signal. Yukihiro does, however, 
teach receiving a status signal from the server in order to determine the state of the 
server. 

Meandzija teaches an SNMP manager function, the SNMP manager function 
receives a trap message from the server having an SNMP agent function as the signal 
in the Abstract lines 8-16. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to combine the SNMP functions of Meandzija with the state change 
notification of Yukihiro. 

One of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention would have been motivated 
to combine the teachings because Meandzija teaches that SNMP provides simplicity 
and low cost of implementation and is useable in most computer and communications 
equipment in the world today. 

Claim 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Yukihiro 
in view of Jenney. 

Regarding claim 9: 

The teachings of Yukihiro are outlined above. 

Yukihiro does not explicitly teach wherein the server recovery notifier has a client 
mail address table in which a client is preliminarily associated with a mail address. 
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Yukihiro does, however, teach notifying a client when an event, such as a restoration of 
a system, has occurred through the use of email. 

Jenney teaches a client mail address table in which a client is preliminarily 
associated with a mail address in col. 3 lines 10-12. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to combine the mail address table teachings of Jenney with the email teaching 
of Yukihiro. 

One of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention would have v been motivated 
to combine the teachings because Yukihiro teaches that sending an email to notify a 
restoration would allow for quick notification. The teachings of Jenney meet the needs 
of Yukihiro to provide the ability to notify a user of an event by associating a user or 
client with an email address. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

Claims 5, 6 and 12-17 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base 
claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of allowable subject 
matter: Prior art was not found that explicitly teaches or fairly suggests wherein the 
server failure detector detects a destination unreachable message indicating that a 
packet transmitted from the client in order to try to access the server has not reached 
the server as outlined in claim 5. Prior art was not found that explicitly teaches or fairly 
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suggests determines that a failure is being occurred in the server when the IP packet 
addressed to the client from the server is not detected even after a lapse of a 
predetermined time as outlined in claim 6. Prior art was not found that explicitly teaches 
or fairly suggests a message transceiver for transmitting/receiving an inquiring massage 
inquiring whether or not a failure recovery notification is required as outlined in claim 14. 
Prior art was not found that explicitly teaches or fairly suggests a message transceiver 
for transmitting/receiving an inquiring message of a destination of a failure recovery 
notification as outlined in claim 15. These limitations are considered allowable only 
when taken in combination with the limitations of the base claim and any intervening 
claims. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. The prior art not relied upon contains elements of the instant 
claims and/or represents a current state of the art. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Marc M Duncan whose telephone number is 703-305- 
4622. The examiner can normally be reached on M-T and TH-F 6:00-4:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Robert Beausoliel can be reached on 703-305-9713. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703- 
872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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